23632

rule be dispensed with on Wednesday
next.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Mississippi?

There was no objection.

——

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

—————

THE RIGHT TO SUE AN HMO

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. NORWOOD) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. NORWOOD. Mr. Speaker, in a few
days this House is going to vote on an
issue that will impact the health of
every family in this country. The man-
aged care lobby will do their best to
confuse the Members of this body as to
the real effect of the Bipartisan Con-
sensus Managed Care Improvement Act
that I introduced along with the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. DINGELL).

I urge all Members to simply read the
bill. The HMO lobby is telling Members
that employers can be sued for simply
offering a health plan, for their choice
of a health plan, for the actions of that
health plan. But yesterday Members
heard in this Chamber the truth, the
actual language of the bill, that dispels
every one of these falsehoods.

The managed care lobby has also
tried to tell Members that employers
and insurers can be sued for not buying
or providing a specific benefit, and that
this bill would mandate all kinds of
new coverage. Read the bill, page 61 be-
ginning on line 24. Read the bill. Em-
ployers and insurance companies can-
not be sued for, and I would like to
quote:

“The decision to include or exclude from
the plan any specific benefit.

How can we be any clearer than that?

The managed care lobby has told
Members that this bill opens the door
for unlimited punitive damages against
health plans with jury awards soaring
into the hundreds of millions of dol-
lars.

To begin with, 30 of our States have
already capped punitive damages. In
my home State of Georgia, if the con-
sensus bill becomes law, when it be-
comes law, there will be no punitive
damages allowed regardless of the cir-
cumstances.

It is for precisely this reason that the
consensus bill puts these court rem-
edies back into the hands of the States,
where tort reforms have been far more
effective than here at the Federal
level.

Read the bill. We have left a way for
insurance companies to remain shield-
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ed from any punitive damages. Not a
penny. If there is a dispute and the
health plan agrees to settle it fairly
with external appeals, they remain
shielded from all punitive damages.
Read the bill, on page 60 beginning line
3. I quote again:

The plan is not liable for any punitive, ex-
emplary or similar damages if the plan or
the issuer complied with the determination
of the external appeal entity.

How can we be any simpler than
that? As a matter of fact, read the
whole section of this bill of who can
sue for what. It is just three pages. But
those simple three pages overturn 25
years of injustice, and they close the
door on unscrupulous health plans
using this loophole in the law to breach
their contracts and kill people with im-
punity.

The HMO lobby has one last chance
to defeat this legislation and that is to
distort the issue. If they were success-
ful, I believe they would find the end
result of their success would be far less
agreeable than the reasonable reforms
of this bill.

We can correct the problems of man-
aged care with responsible legislation
right here in the People’s House, or it
will be corrected by the courts and the
States, without the carefully crafted
provisions to ensure that we do not dis-
rupt our current health care system in
the process.

For those who would oppose reforms,
take your choice. But either way, the
people, the Constitution and the rule of
law will prevail in this room next
week.

——
WORLD SMILE DAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from  Massachusetts (Mr.
MCGOVERN) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, today
I rise to recognize one of Worcester,
Massachusetts’ favorite sons, Mr. Har-
vey Ball, on the occasion of the first
annual World Smile Day.

Born and raised in Worcester, Mr.
Ball worked as a free-lance commercial
artist. He first designed the yellow
smiley face in December of 1963 as part
of a campaign to enhance morale in his
workplace. Since then, the smiley face
has taken on a life of its own, devel-
oping into an international symbol of
friendship, love and peace.

In the early 1970s, the smiley face
image became a symbol for an entire
generation of Americans, emerging as
one of the most well-known images in
the country. Recently, the smiley face
was chosen to represent the 1970s as a
part of the Celebrate the Century com-
memorative stamp program.

This morning, the United States
Postal Service unveiled the smiley face
stamp in Worcester, Massachusetts.
The stamp will be officially issued this
November.
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Mr. Speaker, there are few symbols
which so fully represent the American
spirit of friendship, happiness and
peace as the smiley face. It is therefore
my great pleasure to congratulate my
friend Mr. Harvey Ball, and the entire
Worcester community, on the occasion
of World Smile Day.

——
NO EPA OR IBWC EXTORTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. FILNER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to talk about a situation in San
Diego, California on the border with
Mexico, and I rise to object to a move
by our very own Environmental Pro-
tection Agency to attempt to block a
plan, a plan to treat 50 million gallons
a day of raw sewage that flows from
Mexico into the United States, a plan
that was unanimously supported by
this House of Representatives. The
plan involves treating Mexican sewage
that is flowing into the United States
in Mexico. What can make more sense?

But the EPA supports a less com-
prehensive plan to build sewage treat-
ment ponds in the United States. And
to get its way, the EPA seems to be ex-
torting support for the U.S. plant from
Mexico. In fact, the EPA has told Mex-
ico that if the sewage treatment ponds
are built in the United States by their
plan, rather than the House of Rep-
resentatives plan, the EPA would have
$9 million left over to help Mexico with
Tijuana-area sewage projects. And if
the treatment plant were to be built in
Mexico, according to the plan approved
by this House, with a private firm’s
money, EPA says Mexico gets no
money from the U.S. Government for
their infrastructure needs.

Mr. Speaker, that simply does not
make sense. It is extortion, if I may
speak bluntly. If a private firm builds a
plant in Mexico, then the EPA would
have its entire fund of $54 million
available for infrastructure improve-
ments in the Tijuana/San Diego area.
It is hard to believe that the Environ-
mental Protection Agency would not
even consider working together with
Mexico in this way to solve an inter-
national problem.

And to make matters worse, the
International Boundary and Waters
Commission, known as the IBWC, is a
partner in this extortion. This is the
bureaucratic sabotaging of a plan that
the House voted unanimously to pur-
sue. It thwarts the Mexican govern-
ment’s fair and open review of a pro-
posal that promises environmental
benefits to the United States and clean
water for Mexico.

It is an outrage, Mr. Speaker, that
this win-win international solution for
the problem of sewage that has plagued
us and our area for 50 years may never
be fully explored. The EPA has a 2-year
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